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ORDERS AND RULES. 


The following orders have been passed and rules adopted. 
The rules were adopted after the Appendix to this volume 
was printed, and are, therefore, inserted here : 


INDEX TO RECORD AND BILL OF EXCEPTIONS. 


OrDERED that, after the first day of the next term, rules 12 and 13 
stand abrogated and repealed, and in lieu thereof, that the following 
be, and the same is hereby established : 

On commencing his argument, counsel, whether for plaintiff or 
defendant, shall furnish to each memoer of the court and to the re- 
porter a brief of the points intended to be made in the argument, 
with the authorities relied on, and also an alphabetical index to the 
record and bill of exceptions, citing the page or pages of the same on 
which each subject-matter is to be found, and with any references 
deemed by the counsel specially important underscored, so as to be 
readily distinguished from the other heads of the index. Nofurther 
abstract or synopsis of any part of the case will be required, nor will 
counsel be expected to read the record or any part of it to the court 
before or during the argument; the court undertaking to ascertain for 
itself the contents of the record, so far as material to a clear under- 
standing and correct adjudication of the errors complained of. 

Passed February 8, 1887. 


TRANSCRIPT OF RECORD. 


ORDERED, that the following be, and the same are hereby adopted 
. as additional rules of this court, and that the clerk transmit a copy 
thereof to each clerk of the superior and city courts: 

35. As against the clerks of the superior and city courts, and all 
plaintiffs in error, an illegible or confused transcript of the record 
will be treated as no transcript. : 

36. Every transcript shall be plainly and legibly written or printed 
on white paper, so as to be read without more than ordinary strain 
or effort. 

37. The various parts of the transcript shall be arranged in the 
order of time—that is, the first document filed shall be foremost in the 
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transcript, and so on; matters copied from the minutes, such as ver- 
dicts, orders, judgments, etc., being also placed in due order accord- 
ing to dates. 

38. The plaintiff in error shall be responsible for seeing that rules 
36 and 37 are complied with; and to that end, upon his application, 
as under §4282 of the Code, a mandamus to the clerk of the superior 
or city court will be ordered at any time before the call of the circuit 
from which the writ of error comes. 

39. The failure to apply for a mandamus will be cause for dismiss- 
ing the writ of error, if the record should be found confused or 
illegible. 

Adopted January 14, 1888. 





ACTS OF THE LEGISLATURE. 


The following Acts have been passed by the Legislature 
in reference to the Supreme Court and the practice therein 
since the publication of the last volume of Georgia Re- 
ports : 


An Act to require the full opinion of the Supreme Couri to be transmitted 
to the Lower Court in certain cases. 


Section I. The General Assembly of the State of Georgia do enact, 
That hereafter, in every case decided by the Supreme Court, where 
a further trial or hearing of the cause is to follow in the lower court, 
the clerk of the Supreme Court shall, as soon as said opinion is writ- 
ten out, transmit a copy thereof to the clerk of the lower court, where 
the same shall remain on file for the information of said court and of 
the parties, and this the clerk of the Supreme Court shall do without 
charge to either of the parties. 

Sec. II. Be it further enacted, That it shall be the duty of the 
Supreme Court, on rendering its decision in any case, to instruct the 
clerk whether or not the case comes within the terms of the preced- 
ing section, and a note of such instruction shall be entered on the 
minutes of the court. 

Sec. III. Be it further enacted, That all laws and parts of iaws in 
conflict herewith be, and the same are hereby repealed. 

Approved October 15th, i887. 


An Act to ainend section 4251 of the Code of Georyia of 1882, and for 
other purposes. 


Section I. Be it cnacted by the General Assembly of the State of 
Georgia, That from and after the passage of this Act, section 4251 of 
the Code of Georgia be amended by adding thereto, at the end of 
the same, after the word ‘‘ ordered,’ the following: ‘‘ or if the effect 
of the affirmance is to leave the case to be again tried in the court 
below,’’ so that said section, when amended, shall read as follows: 

‘Either party in any civil cause, and the defendant in any crimi- 
nal proceeding, in the superior courts of this State, may except to 
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any sentence, judgment, or decision, or decree, of such court, or of 
the Judge thereof, in any matter heard at chambers. Such bill of 
exceptions shall specify plainly the decision complained of, and the 
alleged error, and shall be signed by the party, or his attorney, or 
solicitor. And when the successful party to any cause tried in any 
of the superior or city courts of this state, which is carried to the 
Supreme Court by the unsuccessful litigant, files a cross-bill of ex- 
ceptions, complaining of errors in rulings made upon the trial, ad- 
verse to him, it shall be the duty of the Supreme Court to hear argu- 
ment upon such cross-bill of exceptions, and to decide the questions 
therein made, if a reversal of the judgment of the court below is or- 
dered, or if the effect of the affirmance is to leave the case to be again 
tried in the court below.’’ 

Sxc. II. Be it further enacted by the authority aforesaid, That all 
laws and parts of laws in conflict with this Act be, and the same are 
hereby repealed. 

Approved October 22d, 1887. 


By Act, approved October 3, 1887, the salary of the 
sheriff of the Supreme Court was fixed at $800 per an- 
num. (Acts 1887, p. 104.) 

By Act, approved October 22, 1887, paragraph 1 of sec- 
tion 2 of article VI of the Constitution was so amended 
as to increase the number of Justices of the Supreme 
Court to five. The Act provides for a submission of this 
amendment to a popular vote, and for the election of the 
two added Associate Justices by the Legislature. (Acts 
1887, pp. 25-26.) 












